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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is response to communications: application, filed 06/28/2001; amendment 
filed 07/25/2005. Claims 1-13 are pending. Claims 1-3 and 11-13 are canceled. Claims 4-10 are 
amended by applicant 

2. Applicant's argument filed 07/25/2005 has been fully considered, but based on what 
applicant claims they are moot in view with new ground for rejection 

In claim 7, applicant argues that: "...the license storage key of Heshey et al. does not 
receive a plurality of data items corresponding to a data set, and does not render a selected data 
item. . The examiner totally disagrees with applicant. In view of the examiner, the license 
storage must receive "licenses" which is equivalent to "data item" before storing them, this 
process means "receive a plurality of data items." And the license storage provides "available 
licenses" which is equivalent to "selected data item" to computers for executing program, this 
process means "render a selected data item," see (abstract, lines 5-12; column 1, lines 20-27; 
column 2, lines 1-45; column 3, lines 22-29) 

In claim 10, applicant argues that: ", . .there would be no incentive for combining this 
feature with Hershey et al. is to provide the request license, to a randomly selected license." The 
examiner totally disagrees with applicant's argument. Van Zoest is relied upon for the teaching 
of "randomly selecting," which Hershey does not explicitly teach. Also Van Zoest provides 
motivation for combining the references. 
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Claim rejections-35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by 

another filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for 
patent, or on an international application by another who has fulfilled the 
requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before 
the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hershey 
et al. (U.S. 4,924,378), herein after referred to as Hershey 

In referring to claim 7: 

"A processing system comprising: 

■ "A renderer for receiving a plurality of data items corresponding to a data set, and 
for producing therefrom a rendering corresponding to a select data item" is 
matched (abstract, lines 5-12; column 1, lines 20-27; column 2, lines 1-45; 
column 3, lines 22-29) 

Hershey disclose a method for managing computer program license, Hershey taught that 
license storage key which is equivalent to "renderer," which holds "licenses" which are 
equivalent to "plurality of data items." The available licenses in a storage area may be transfer to 
a computer for execution a program 

■ "A verifier, operably coupled to the renderer, for precluding the rendering 
corresponding to the select data item in dependence upon whether other data 
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items of the plurality of data items are available to the renderer" is matched 
(column 3, lines 40-64; column 4, lines 25-30; column 5, lines 2-3, 8-11, 19; 
column 6, lines 50-67; column 7, lines 1-20) 
Beside, Hershey taught that the license storage key has it's own microprocessor which is 
equivalent to "verifier" which receives request from work station and check the request to 
determine that there has been no error in the transmission, if a response is not received within the 
time set by the timer, then the error is returned to the requestor 

■ A timer, operably coupled to the verifier and renderer, for measuring response 
times associated with responses to request for the other data items from the 
render; wherein the verifier precludes the rendering based at least in part on an 
assessment of the response times" is matched (column 5, lines 27-36) 

Hershey disclosed a timer is set in the operating system of the work station to keep track 
of responses it is waiting for, and based on comparison between response time and the time is set 
by timer the verifier determines that it is valid request or not, if a response is not received within 
the time set by timer, the an error is returned to the requestor. 

In referring to claim 9: 

"The processing system of claim 7, wherein the verifier is configured to form the 
assessment based on at least one of: 

■ An average of the response times, 

■ A comparison of the response times to one or more threshold times, and 

■ A statistical test based on the response times." is matched (column 5, lines 27-35) 
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Hershey disclosed how the system keeps track of responses it is waiting for. He taught 
that the system compares the response time with the time is " the threshold time" set by timer to 
determine if it is valid request or not. So ideally, Hershey' s method meets limitation "The 
verifier is configured to form the assessment based on a comparison of the response times to one 
or more threshold times" 

Claim rejections-35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or descry 
bed as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 

prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 

person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 

the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over Hershey et 
al. (U.S. 4,924,378) in view of Fischer (U.S. 5,659,617) 

In referring to claim 4, which is exemplary with claim 8: 

A verifier that is configured to determine an authorization to process protected material, 
based on one or more responses to one or more requests: (Hershey disclosed a System For 
Managing Software Licenses by limiting the number of computers permitted to run a program to 
the number of licenses granted. This system measures which discourage persons from trying to 
run a program without a license by getting around the check points, if a license is not available, 
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the application program will not be able to run. Hershey disclosed microprocessor which is 
equivalent to "a verifier" verifies communication between License Storage Key and a Work 
Station. He taught that the microprocessor verifies requests and responses between License 
Storage Key and a Work Station to determine that a license exits or not: column 5, line 19; 
column 6, lines 50-53, 65-68; column 7, lines 11-21; column 3, lines 56-67; column 5, lines 2-3) 

A timer that is configured to measure response times associated with the one or more 
responses to the one or more requests; wherein the verifier is configured to determine the 
authorization based at least in part on an assessment of the response times: (Hershey disclosed a 
timer is set when a request is sent out from work station to the License Storage Key to measure 
the response time for system, and base on the time is set by the timer, if a response is not 
received within the setting time, then an error is returned to requestor: column 5, lines 27-35) 

However, Hershey does not explicitly discloses the response times are correlated to a 
physical proximity between a first source of the one or more request and a second source of the 
one or more responses 

Fischer discloses a unique location certificates to establish the location of participants in 
a network, determine the validity of objects which are expected to be present within certain 
geographic bounds and control the use of security or sensitive devices, see (Fischer: column 1 , 
lines 49-56) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Fischer's ideas of using a unique location certificates to establish 
the location of participants in a network with Hershey 's system in order to control the use of 
security or sensitive devices, see (Fischer: column 1, lines 49-56) 
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In referring to claim 5: 

A verifier that is configured to determine an authorization to process protected material, 
based on one or more responses to one or more requests: (Hershey disclosed a System For 
Managing Software Licenses by limiting the number of computers permitted to run a program to 
the number of licenses granted. This system measures which discourage persons from trying to 
run a program without a license by getting around the check points, if a license is not available, 
the application program will not be able to run. Hershey disclosed microprocessor which is 
equivalent to "a verifier" verifies communication between License Storage Key and a Work 
Station. He taught that the microprocessor verifies requests and responses between License 
Storage Key and a Work Station to determine that a license exits or not: column 5, linel9; 
column 6, lines 50-53, 65-68; column 7, lines 1 1-21; column 3, lines 56-67; column 5, lines 2-3) 

A timer that is configured to measure response times associated with the one or more 
responses to the one or more requests; wherein the verifier is configured to determine the 
authorization based at least in part on an assessment of the response times: (Hershey disclosed a 
timer is set when a request is sent out from work station to the License Storage Key to measure 
the response time for system, and base on the time is set by the timer, if a response is not 
received within the setting time, then an error is returned to requestor: column 5, lines 27-35) 

However, Hershey does not explicitly disclose wherein the assessment of the response 
times forms an assessment of whether the one or more responses were communicated via a 
network connection 

Fischer discloses a system for provide reliable location certificate used to prove the 
geographic location of participants in a network. The system controls the use of security or 
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sensitive devices by limiting their operation to certain location if they are too distant or at wrong 
angular locations: column 1, lines 49-56; column 4, lines 32-36) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Fischer's ideas of providing reliable location certificate used to 
prove the geographic location of participants in a network with Hershey' s system in order to 
control the use of security or sensitive devices, see (Fischer: column 1, lines 49-56) 

In referring to claim 6: 

A verifier that is configured to determine an authorization to process protected material, 
based on one or more responses to one or more requests: (Hershey disclosed a System For 
Managing Software Licenses by limiting the number of computers permitted to run a program to 
the number of licenses granted. This system measures which discourage persons from trying to 
run a program without a license by getting around the check points, if a license is not available, 
the application program will not be able to run. Hershey disclosed microprocessor which is 
equivalent to "a verifier" verifies communication between License Storage Key and a Work 
Station. He taught that the microprocessor verifies requests and responses between License 
Storage Key and a Work Station to determine that a license exits or not: column 5, line 19; 
column 6, lines 50-53, 65-68; column 7, lines 1 1-21; column 3, lines 56-67; column 5, lines 2-3) 

A timer that is configured to measure response times associated with the one or more 
responses to the one or more requests; wherein the verifier is configured to determine the 
authorization based at least in part on an assessment of the response times: (Hershey disclosed a 
timer is set when a request is sent out from work station to the License Storage Key to measure 
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the response time for system, and base on the time is set by the timer, if a response is not 
received within the setting time, then an error is returned to requestor: column 5, lines 27-35) 

However, Hershey does not explicitly disclose wherein the assessment of the response 
times forms an assessment of whether the one or more responses were immediately available, or 
whether the one or more responses were a result determination 

Fischer discloses a system for provide reliable location certificate used to prove the 
geographic location of participants in a network. He discloses the correlation between response 
time and geographic location of participant, which is used to determine if the participants are 
valid members in the network or not. The system controls the use of security or sensitive devices 
by limiting their operation to certain location if they are too distant or at wrong angular locations: 
column 1, lines 49-56; column 4, lines 32-36; column 8, lines 45-55) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Fischer's ideas of providing reliable location certificate used to 
prove the geographic location of participants in a network with Hershey' s system in order to 
control the use of security or sensitive devices, see (Fischer: column 1, lines 49-56) 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being un-patentable over Hershey in 
view of ZoestetaL (U.S. 6,496,802) 
In referring to claim 10: 

"The verifier is configured to randomly select the other data items" is not disclosed in 
Hershey. 

However, Zoest disclosed a Verification Server what is equivalent to "verifier" verifies 
that if the user is authorized to access an electronic work. He taught that the verification server 
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may look-up random sample of data related to request and compares this sample data with data 
extracted from a physical work, base on comparison the Verification Server determines that if 
the user is authorized to access an electronic work, see (column 5, lines 21-39; column 8, lines 
67; column 9, lines 1-4). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was make to modify the verifier of Hershey to provide for random samples of 
data is taught in Zoest. The combination would have been obvious because on of ordinary skill in 
the art would have been motivated to verify that the users are authorized to access an electronic 
copy of the work based on random selection, see (Zoest: column 9, lines 1-4). 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to lan dai thi truong whose telephone number is 571-272-7959. The 
examiner can normally be reached on monday- friday from 8:30am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Lan Dai Thi Truong 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2143 

Ldt 

10/14/2005 




